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former complaints as to the construction of the com-     CHAP.
mittee, and condemned the report as betraying a      ___
partiality to the East-India Company. The enemies
of the Company in the House were obviously disap-
pointed by the results of the inquiry. Mr. Stuart
Wortley defended the report, and Mr. Ward, the
chairman of the committee, reminding the House
that the report was only a summary of the evidence,
stated that those members of the committee who
were most opposed to the claims of the East-India
Company expressed the highest opinion of its im-
partiality. He pithily added, that if the result of
the evidence were favourable to the Company, it
must be recollected that the committee had no
power to constrain witnesses in their answers. Mr.
John Stuart3 a gentleman whose name was placed
on the committee at the suggestion of Mr. Hume,
added his testimony to the fairness of the report.*
The committee of the House of Lords reported
in a manner less elaborate than the Commons com-
mittee, but with some admixture of opinion.
In October the chairman and deputy-chairman
of the Company were invited to an interview with
the Duke of Wellington, prime minister, and Lord
Ellenborough, president of the Board of Commis-
sioners for the Affairs of India. The Duke of Wel-
* The report on the China trade is attributed to Mr. Arbuth-
not. It is believed to be the first report drawn up on the prin-
ciple of giving a brief summary of the effect of the evidence, with
references in the margin to the questions and answers, where it
may be found at length. The example of thus framing a parlia-
mentary report has since been followed in several instances.